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DETAILED ACTION 

This is the first Office Action for the serial number 10/712,922, COLLAPSIBLE 
SUPPORTING DEVICE FOR A PORTABLE COMPUTER, filed on 1 1/13/03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1, line 21, "third and fourth" is indefinite because the applicant claimed "first and 
second axes" in line 1 1 and that "third and fourth" can not be used on the "first and second 
axes", it should be changed to — first and second — for clarification. 

Claim 2, lines 2-3, "wherein said first and second axes are coaxial with said third and 
fourth axes," should be changed to — wherein said first and second axes are coaxial to each 
other — for clarification. 

Claims 2-15 are rejected as depending on rejected claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
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such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 7, 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent # 4,943,021 to Cien et al. in view of US Patent # 5,505,413 to Hennessey. 

Cien et al. teaches a collapsible supporting device (figure 3) comprising a coupling seat 
(22) having a surface, first and second end portions opposite in a direction and a pair of elongate 
base members (18) being pivotal to the first and second end portions of the coupling seat. The 
base member includes pivot end connected to the coupling seat and first abutting end forming 
with a stopping block (52). The device includes a pair of elongate interconnecting member (16) 
having a second pivot end connected pivotally to a corresponding one of the first and second end 
portion of the coupling seat. The interconnecting member includes a coupling end (50) opposite 
to the second pivot end. The base members are formed from a metal plate (aluminum, col. 1, 
line 39). 

Cien et al. teaches all elements above but fails to teach the device includes a pair of 
foldable elongate supporting member coupled to the coupling end of the interconnecting 
member. Hennessey teaches the pair of foldable elongate support member (34') coupled to the 
coupling end of the interconnecting member (10'). The elongate support member having second 
abutting ends provided with anti-slip pad (43). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have added pair of elongate supporting 
member to Cien's device as taught by Hennessey to improve stability of the device when 
supporting a heavy object. 
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Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cien et al. in 
view of Hennessey and in further view of US Patent # 6,283,421 to Eason et al. 

Cien et al. in view of Hennessey teaches the supporting members but fails to teach the 
supporting members are telescopic. Eason teaches the supporting member (1) is telescopic. It 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified Cien et al. in view of Hennessey's supporting member with telescopic as taught 
by Eason to provide adjustable length in supporting member to increase or decrease stabilization 
of the device. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3-6 and 10, 12-15 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

In regard to claim 3, the prior art fails to teach a connecting block interconnecting the 
upper and lower walls and cooperating with the upper and lower walls so as to confine a 
mounting space for receiving the first pivot end of the base member and the second pivot ends of 
the interconnecting members. In regards to claim 4, the prior art fails to teach each of the 
interconnecting members is a telescopic member. In regard to claims 5-6, the prior art fails to 
teach each of the interconnecting members includes an inner tube having the second pivot end 
and outer tube sleeved movably on the inner tube and having coupling end. In regards to claim 
10, the prior art fails to teach each of the supporting members is adjusted to have a desired height 
when the supporting device is disposed in the first supporting position. In regard to claims 12- 
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15, the prior art fails to teach each of the supporting members is adapted to abut against the rear 
portion of the portable computer. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

US Patent # 2,522,345 to Cashiopp 
US Patent # 3,984,074 to Forman et al. 
US Patent # 4,050,658 to Forman et al. 
US Patent # 5,129,616 to Caron 
US Patent #5,51 1,758 to Hsu 
US Patent # 6,017,012 to Henson, Jr. 
US Patent # 6,098,952 to Tonn 

US Patent Application Publication # 2003/000 1 065 to Ng 

US Patent # 2,464,031 to Fiedel 

US Patent # 5,660,1 17 to Noble 

US Patent # 6,722,6 1 7 to Wilfer 

US Patent # D436,465 to Berkman 

US Patent #6,41 2,742 to Yu 

US Patent # 5,624,097 to Potter 

US Patent #3,41 7,954 to Croninger 

US Patent # 5,720,465 to Peltzer et al. 
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Cashiopp, Forman et al., Caron, Hsu, Henson, Jr., Tonn, Ng, Fiedel, Noble, Wilfer, 
Berkman, Yu, Potter, Croninger and Pletzer et al. teach foldable stand/table. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alfred Joseph Wujciak III whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6827. The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-4:30pm 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on (57 1) 272-68 1 5. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Alfred Joseph Wujciak III 



Examiner 
Art Unit 3632 




